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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s unpERsToop that Mr. Justice Denman’s sittings as Vacation 
Judge will cease with the present week, and that, as Sir James 
Haywew will not be able to transact the vacation business next 
week, Mr. Justice Burr will take his place. 








WE UNDERSTAND that, in pursuance of the suggestions made by 
the Bar Committee and the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, the judges have decided that the cause list shall in future 
be divided under three heads—viz., (1) special jury actions; (2) 
common jury actions; and (3) non-jury actions. “The cause list 
will aleo contain in a separate column, and opposite to each case, 
a short statement of its principal subject-matter. Before the com- 
mencement of each sitting all the cases standing for trial will be 
arranged into groups. he number of groups will probably 
correspond with the number of judges expected to be ordinarily 
available during the sittings for the trial of actions. Each group 
will in fact form a separate cause list belonging, for those sittings, 
to a particuler judge, so that the prospects of the cases included in 
it will not be affected by anything which may happen to any other 
group, except in cases of transfer by special Jeave. Notice will be 
given about seven days before the commencement of each sittings 
specifying—(1) the number of courts to sit for each class of action, 
subject only to circuit arrangements; (2) the dates on which 
special jury, common jury, and non-jury cases will respectively 
commence ; (3) the groups of each classification which are to be 
taken first, and the names of the cases in each group which are 
intended to be put in the paper on the first day of the trial of 
actions in that group; (4) in the sittings in which circuits com- 
mence fresh notices will be issued about seven days before the com- 
mencement of the circuits. For the future on Friday in each week 
there will be issued a revieed list for the coming week, in which 
will be set down for trial in each of the courts sitting for the trial 
of actions only so many actions out of the group assigned to it as 
the court can reasonably be expected to try p Bem the coming 
week. 





In ondER to make the weekly list trustworthy until the next 
revision, the following rules will be adopted:—(1) No case shall 
on any ground, except by special leave, be interpolated in it after 
the publication of the weekly list. (2) No case which for any 
reason is marked —_ ” or ‘not before a certain day ” later than 
the first working day of the week shall (except special leave 
of the judge) appear in the weekly list. "Whe a “stay” is 
removed, the case shall not appear in the next weekly list, but 
may in any subsequent revision. (3) No case appearing in a 
weekly list shall be allowed to be afterwards marked “‘ stayed” 
or ‘‘not before a certain day” in that list. It may be with- 
drawn, or it may be struck out by consent, without prejudice 
(in the latter event) to its appearing again as provided in (2) 
above. (4) Two days’ notice to the opposite party, of the inten- 
tion to remove a ‘‘stay,”’ other than a stay for commission, shall 
be given, and if the stay is not removed pursuant to such notice, a 
fresh notice shall be necessary. A stay for commission will be 
removable on the application of either party on seven days’ notice, 
and on production to the associate of a certificate that the 
evidence has been returned and printed. At the midday adjourn- 
ment in each court an announcement will be made by an officer of 
the court, with the authority of the judge, that the court will not 
proceed on the following day beyond a certain number in the group 
assigned to that court. One of the suggestions of the joint 
committee was to the effect that there should be instituted a special 
list, in which oaly mercantile cases should be included, and which 
should be confined to special jury and non-jury cases, to be called 





the London List. It is understood that this point will be con- 
sidered by the Rule Committee of the Judges. ‘ 
it is understood, think the following suggestions of the joint 
committee practicable, and they therefore decided against their 
adoption :—‘' Every court assigned at the commencement of each 
sittings for the trial cf witness actions should continue to sit de 
die in diem (except Saturdays) for that p during the sittings, 
unless prevented by the requirements of the circuits or other 
special cause. Saturdays should be devoted to further considera- 
tions, adjourned or specially-appointed cases, or to finishing cases 
in Friday’s list, but witness cases which had not been in Friday's 
list should not, as a rule, be put in Saturday’s list. This would 
facilitate the early publication of the weekly lists, and aleo prevent 
witnesses from the country having to attend on a short day, with 
a probability of unn expense.” The plan s by the 
joint committee for the classification of short causes will, it is 
understood, be tried. In this list there will be included any case 
in which the solicitors for the parties agree, and the counsel for 
the plaintiff certifies that, in his opinion, the trial of the case will 
not exceed about half an hour. 





A VALUED CORRESPONDENT draws attention to an im t con- 
sideration arising on the language of the new rule g to the 
investment of cash under the control of the court (anée, p. or 
Among other “ securities” specified are ‘‘ Indian guaranteed rail- 
way securities.” Does this authorize an investment in the shares 
of Indian railways, dividends on which are guaranteed by the 
Government of India? Apart from the case to which he refers, 
it would seem that the purchase of a share does not confer a 
“ security,” but a right to participate in the partnership. In the 
case of Harris v. Harris (No. 1) (29 Beav. 107), which he cites, 
the Master of the Rolls in his judgment remarks that the purchase 
of Great Northern preference shares “is not an investment upon 
the security of the funds of the railway company, as debentures 
would be, but it is in fact embarking the trust funds in the 
speculation of the railway.” And in Hudleston vy. Gouldsbury 
(10 Beav. 547), where the same learned judge held that shares in 
a canal would not pass under a bequest of ‘ pro that is or 
may be vestedin . . seourities of any description,” he said 
(p. 549) :—‘‘ A share in a cenal “er cannot be deemed prop- 
erty invested on security. . . . It is nota security for money, 
but the property itself which is bought or sold.” @ are not so 
clear as our co dent seems to be that the judges intended to 
include in the new rule the shares above referred to, or that they had 
any power to doso. It must be remembered that the new rule is 
made under the power conferred by 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, s. 10, which 
(as altered by the Judicature Acts) enables the judges ‘‘to make 
such general orders from time to time as to the investment of cash 
under the control of the court, either in the Three per Cent. 
Consolidated or Reduced or New Bank Annuities, or in such other 
stocks, funds, or securities” as they shall see fit. Shares in 
Indian railways do not seem to be “‘ stocks or funds” of the kinds 
referred to (see Green v. Angell, Weekly Notes, 1867, p. 305) ; 
nor do they seem to be “securities.” so, the judges had no 

wer to authorize them as investments. Until the question 
a been settled by judicial decision, it will not be safe for 
trustees to assume that they are authorized by section 11 of 23 & 
24 Vict. c. 38 to invest their trust funds in shares of Indian 
railways guaranteed by the Government of India, on the ground 
that such shares are authorized as investments for money under 
the control of the court. The above considerations, and the circum- 
stance which our correspondent mentions—viz., that there is only 
a small amount of guaranteed debenture stock of Indian railways 
in existence—seem to render it desirable that an express authority 
to invest in shares of Indian railways, the dividends on which are 
guaranteed by the Government of India, should be inserted in 
clause 9 of the Liability of Trustees’ Bill. 





Tue RULEs made pursuant te section 8 of the La 
Amendment Act, on ee we publi e: — 
732), appear in unusually time, since ons 
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October next. It will be remembered section 7 
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any distress for rent unless he is authorized by a certificate in 
writing under the hand of a county court judge, which certificate 
may be either general or special—i ¢., applicable only to a particu- 
lar distress or distresses—and may be granted in such manner as 
may be prescribed by rules; and it is further provided that a 
county court registrar may exercise the power of granting certifi- 
cates in cases in which he may be authorized to do so by rules. 
On this matter the rules provide that a special certificate may be 
granted either by the judge or registrar, but a general certificate 
can only be granted by the judge in person. No certificate is to 
be granted to any officer of a county court, but, with this excep- 
tion, persons holding certificates under the Agricultural Holdings 
Act, 1883, are to be entitled to a general certificate free of charge. 
There seems to be an idea that solicitors will desire to act as 
beiliffs, and special provision is made for enabling ‘‘ any practising 
solicitor of the Supreme Court’ to obtain a certificate. Certificates 
may also be granted to any person who satisfies the authority 
granting the same that he is a fit and proper person to hold them. 
Where the applicant is not a ratepayer rated on a rateable value of 
not less than £25 per annum, security to the amount of £20 in 
case of a general certificate and £5 in case of a special certificate 
may be required, such security to be given to the registrar. By 
far the most important of the new rules, however, are those relating 
to the costs of distresses. By section 9 of the Act, section 49 
of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, relating to costs of 
distresses for over £20 on agricultural holdings, is repealed, as 
from the 31st of October next, and, by section 8, power is given 
to the Lord Chancellor to make rules for regulating the fees and 
expenses in, and incidental to, distresses. A complete table is 
now provided of these fees and expenses, divided into two scales— 
one for distresses where the sum due exceeds £20, and the 
other for distresses where the sum due does not exceed £20. As 
regards the former, the scale in the second schedule to the Agri- 
cultural Holdings Act, 1883, has been taken as the basis, but 
there has been a notable cutting down in the fees for levying 
distress. The fee of a guinea “to bailiff for levy” has die- 
appeared, and the two and a half per cent. on any sum exceeding 
£50 is now restricted to not exceeding £200; one per cent. only 
being given on any additional sum. On the other hand, the com- 
mission to the auctioneer is considerably raised. The charges 
where the sum distrained for is £20 or less have hitherto been 
regulated by 57 Geo. 3, c. 93, and the new scale retains most of 
the items unaltered. The fee for man in possession is raised from 
2:. 6d. to 4s. 6d. per day, but the man is to provide his own 
board in every case. Provision is made by the rules for taxation 
hy the county court registrar of the district in case of difference 
between the parties as to the fees and expenses, and a defect in 
the Act is remedied by the provision that every bailiff levying a 
distress shall, on the request of the tenant, produce to him his 
certificate and a copy of the table of fees and expenses. The 
registrar is also to post up a copy of this table ‘‘in a conspicuous 
place in his office.” 





Tue Insrrrvre of International Law, which has recently been 
holding its twelfth meeting at Lausanne, has been discussing 
several important matters upon which international usage is still 
divided. The first related to the much-vexed question as to the 
influence of domicile and nationality in determining the personal 
status and capacity of a foreigner. In England, as is well known, 
domicile is adopted as the test. Thus it was laid down by Lord 
Westsury in Udney v. Udney (1 Sc. App. 441) that “the civil 
status is governed universally by one single principle—namely, 
that of domicile—which is the criterion established by law for the 
purpose of determining civil status.” The same rule holds in 
Germany, Austria, and the United States, but there is an obvious 
objection to it in the difficulty of its application. Domicile 
depends on the animus manendi, and where there has been no 
actual declaration of such animus, it can only be doubtfully 
inferred from various circumstances, such as length of residence or 
the like. A notable instance of this occurred in the recent case 
of Re Grove, Vaucher v. Solicitor to the Treasury (ante, p. 678), 
where the court had to decide upon the domicile of a Genevese 
who came to this country early in the last century, and although 
it was clear that in the course of some fifty years his domicile had 


happened. Had, however, the opposite principle of nationality, 
which depends on some overt act, been adopted, there would have 
been no difficulty, for he seems to have purposely avoided 
becoming an Englishman when his brother was included in an 
Act of naturalization, and to have remained a citizen of Geneva to 
the close of his life. This case will illustrate the point now 
under discussion. The principle of nationality prevails in Italy, 
France, Belgium, and Switzerland, and as these contribute a large 
proportion of the members of the Institute, it is not surprising 
that it has been adopted there also. This was done at the meeting 
at Oxford some years ago, but it still remained an open question 
whether an exception might not well be made in commercial 
matters. Thus where a contract is entered into with a foreigner, 
serious trouble may arise if it be afterwards found that, according 
to the law of his nationality, he was incapable of making it, and 
that it is therefore void. Accordingly, Mr. Westiaxe, Q.C., 
proposed that in all matters strictly commercial the lez loci 
contractus should te adopted instead. This exception the Institute 
did not allow in its entirety, but only in the cases where the 
foreigner has acted fraudulently, or where the other party has 
been deceived “by a combination of grave circumstances to be 
left to the appreciation of the judge.” In such a case as this it is 
reasonable that the /ex loci contractus should prevail over domicile 
and nationality, whichever principle may be otherwise adopted. 
The matter is well discussed in the last chapter of Lord Frasen’s 
work on “ Parent and Child” (p. 570, et seq.). 





Tue rInstITUTE was also occupid with the questions of liability 
to damages in cases of collisions at sea and of the principle of 
‘‘ extraterritoriality ”’ as applied to consular officers. As to the 
first of these, the point in dispute relates to the respective 
liabilities of the two vessels, when the master of each is in fault. 
Three courses may be adopted. In England half the damage is 
charged to each; in France an estimate is made of the negligence 
of the two masters, and the loss divided accordingly ; while in 
Germany each ship is made to bear its own loss. This last, of 
course, is, on the principle of contributory negligence, the 
English rule at common law. Special allowance must be made, 
too, for damage to the cargoes and persons in the ships. It will be 
remembered that the recent case of Zhe Bernina, Mills v. Arm- 
strong (36 W. R. 870), decided that a passenger could recover for 
personal injury in spite of the negligence of the master of the 
vessel in which he was sailing. The rule adopted by the Institute, 
following the same policy, places the damage suffered by the car- 
goes and persons in the front rank. This may be recovered in 
solidum against either ship; though, in case one pays the whole, 
the other is to re-imburse it to the extent of one-balf. But, as 
between the owners of the vessels, each is to bear his own loss, 
unless it is clear that the preponderance of negligence was on one 
side, in which case it is for the court to determine the proportion 
of loss which each ought to suffer. The difficulty of doing this 
in many cases is clear, and it is reasonable to restrict it to those in 
which the evidence affords a good basis of calculation. The 
theoretical accuracy of the French rule is thus adapted to the 
exigencies of practice. A number of other resolutions bearing on 
the same subject were passed, and then the whole scheme, which 
had been considerably altered, was referred to a committee to be 
re-drafted. The question of extra-territoriality arose in connection 
with a search made at Florence in December last, under an order 
of an Italian court, for some papers relating to the succession of a 
private person, which had been deposited at the French Consulate. 
Upon this subject a series of articles was proposed guaranteeing 
the inviolability of the consular archives, and providing for the due 
notification to the local authorities of the places in which they are 
kept. But this matter, together with the whole question of extra- 
territoriality, was referred to a committee. 





We nave, at last, in the report of the Inspector-General in 
Bankruptcy, an admission that the result of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, has been to reduce the value of debtors’ estates. ‘‘ Tho 
consequence,” he says, “‘as shewn in a large number of instances 
during the past year, has been that many debtors only come into 
court after they have disposed of every available asset, and make 
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use of the Bankruptcy Act simply as a means for being ‘ white- 
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washed.’”’ 
direction are, he says, ‘‘ unforeseen consequences of alterations in 


the law effected by the present Act,” but it certainly strikes us as 


strange that the result of the exposure and publicity and the 
officialism now incident to bankruptcy proceedings should not have 
been foreseen. It must obviously be to increase the reluctance of 
debtors to avail themselves of the procedure, and it is hopeless to 
expect that any changes in the law as to acts of bankruptcy or 
fraudulent preference will effectually counteract this tendency. 
There can be no doubt, however, that an extension of the period 
of the relation back of the trustee’s title would check a very 
prevalent mode of defrauding the general body of creditors. 





We recrer to record the death, on Monday last, of Mr. 
Lavrence Dexszporoven, of 18, Finsbury-pavement. Mr. Dzs- 
poroveH, who had reached the age of ninety-two years, was 
admitted a solicitor in 1818, and was probably the oldest member 
of the profession at the time of his death. He took a great 
interest in the Law Association, of which he became a member in 
the year 1823, and on the death of Lord Harnertey was unani- 
mously elected president. Mr. Drssoroven retired from active 
practice four years ago, owing principally to failure of his eye- 
sight, but he was able to take the chair at the annual meeting of 
the Law Association on the 31st of May last. Mr. Desnoxoven, 
during his Jong professional career, obtained the respect send 
esteem of all his professional brethren. 








POSSESSORY TITLES. 
I. 


Introductory.—A title, although founded on possession merely, 
will, in general, become a perfectly sound one, provided it continues 
undisturbed for a certain length of time. Any defects which it 
may otherwise have, whether by reason of failure of legal origin 
or of the loss of means to prove it, are thus cured, and the 
possessor acquires an estate which is equivalent to the legal fee. 
It is often important in practice to be able to estimate the chances 
that at any given moment this has taken place, as such an estimate 
will, of course, have the greatest weight in deciding whether a 
title is marketable. A new system, indeed, has been contemplated 
in the recent Land Transfer Bills, and the proposed scheme of 
registering and confirming possessory titles, and of subsequently 
allowing no other title to be gained by adverse possession, may 
perhaps revolutionize the law on the subject; but this is still a 
matter of the future, and meanwhile the statutes of limitation have 
lost none of their vitality. 

Comparison of title by prescription and title by non-claim.— 
The question of the acquisition of title by long possession is one 
of great theoretical interest, and in the Roman law, and those 
modern systems which are founded upon it, it has received a 
clearer and more direct treatment than with us. Under the 
name of usucaption or prescription, long possession, with certain 
well-known accompaniments, such as an origin founded upon a 
recognized mode of transfer (justus ditulus), and untainted by 
fraud (bona fides), has been a positive mode of acquiring a legal 
title. But English law has approached the matter from a differ- 
ent side, for while non-claim for a given length of time has 
been effective in destroying the old title, no express sanction has 
been given to the new one, and for this reason a possessory 
title is always somewhat precarious. Possibly this may be due 
to the existence of successive interests in English law, the 
attention being thus mainly directed to the manner in which these 
are to be dealt with. At any rate, this peculiarity of our system 
of real property law introduces the chief complications which per- 
plex the subject. 

Application of prescription in English law.—It is to be noted, 
however, that the English mode of i titles does 


not apply to all rights relating to land, for while some are treated 
by the negative method of non-claim above described, others are 
governed by the positive method of prescription. For the purpose 
of this distinction the common division between corporeal and 
incorporeal hereditaments is useless, for although the Statutes of 


Some of the causes which have operated in this 


found in the fact that such rights are really part—consisting, es 
they do, in the receipt of a portion of the income—of the benefi- 
cial ownership of the land, whilef the easements and profits a 
prendre, which can be acquired by prescription, are of a very 
different nature. Although they are attached to the ownership, 
yet they exist chiefly for the convenience of the occupier, and may 
be said to be rights incident primarily to the occupation. 

The possession of the landlord and of the tenant distinguished.— 
But although this distinction may serve to define the rights which 
are treated by the method of limitation, yet it must not be 
supposed that the statutes aim only at ownership in its ordinary 
acceptation. Thus the word ‘ possession,”’ which is so material 
in considering the operation of the statutes, and which in general 
is understood to include the receipt of income, is here confined, 
as we shall see later on, either to actual occupation or to the 
receipt of the profits by some such person as a bailiff. A landlord, 
consequently, is not deemed to be in possession, but his estate, 
according to its strict legal nature, is treated as a reversion, and 
his claim to possession does not accrue till the end of the lease. 
Such, at least, is the theory of the statutes, though in practice an 
exception has had to be made. A landlord in receipt of rent is, in 
fact, in beneficial possession of the land, and if the rent is with- 
held and paid to a stranger, the landlord is to all intents and pur- 
poses ousted, and the possession passes to the stranger. This, 
however, is by virtue of a special clause, and could not be deduced 
from the general principles of the statutes. Perhaps a clearer 
method would have been to recognize directly that, when land is 
let on lease, there are two concurrent interests, both really in 
possession—that of the landlord who receives the rent, and that of 
the tenant who occupies the land. The interest of both is barred 
by adverse possession of the land, while the interest of the former 
is barred by adverse receipt of the rent. In treating of the opera- 
tion of the statutes on future interests it will be convenient to 
have thus noticed the special position held by the landlord’s rever- 
sion. 

Adverse possession in its modern sense.—The term “ adverse 
possession,” which we have just used, is, of course, to be taken in 
the sense which it has acquired since the statute of 1833 came 
into operation. For a long time after this date it was important 
to remember its old meaning, and the very different theory upon 
which the law was formerly based. But in over fifty years the 
cases which depended upon that theory have probably been 
exhausted, and it is safe now to denote in this manner the posses- 
sion of one in whose favour the statute is running against the true 
owner. Thus it will not be necessary to go back further than the 
statute of 1833, and we shall consider only the modern law as 
expounded by the subsequent cases, and as altered by the Act of 
1874. 

The interests to which the method of non-claim applies.— 
According to the definition of the word “land” in the former 
statute it is made to include all corporeal hereditaments and 
tithes (except such as belong to a spiritual or eleemosynary 
corporation sole), as well as any share, estate, or interest in them, 
whether freehold, leasehold, or copyhold. These words are very 
wide, and clearly embrace all the various estates and interests into 
which the fee simple can be divided, whether these be successive 
or simultaneous, legal or equitable, or in any other manner derived 
from it. To go further at present would simply be to give a list 
of all possible interests and estates which can subsist in land. 
Moreover, the method of limitation is applied, as we have seen, to 
rent-charges and all annuities and periodical sums of money 
charged upon or $payable vut of land. These are included in the 
term ‘‘ rent.” 

The matters to which the statutes apply being thus defined, 
their effect upon the rights involved has to be considered in a 
double aspect; we have to inquire how the old title is ex- 
tinguished, and what is the nature of the new possessory title 
which takes its place. Accordingly we shall adopt this as a con- 
venient division of our subject. 


I.—Tue Exrnevisument or THE Orp Trrzz. 
Substantive and ang age menting ingus. sy e: an - 
instance it is necessary to distingui ween su ve 
right, the extinguishment of which is contemplated, and the 
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which arises upon its disturbance, and which may at any time be 
put in force before such extinguishment has been completed by 








742 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Sept. 15, 1888. 








lapse of time. The general principle is that the time runs from 
the accrual of this latter right. Thus it is provided by section 1 
of the Act of 1874 that no person shall make an entry or distress, 
or bring any action or suit, to recover any land or rent, but within 
twelve years of the time when the right to do so shall have 
accrued either to himself or to some person through whom he 
claims. 

The continuity of rights.—These last words point to a matter of 
great importance in this connection—viz., the continuity of rights. 
The same right subsists, although its owners—or, to use Professor 
Holland’s language, the persons in whom it inheres—change ; and 
when the statute once begins to run against a particular right, it 
runs not only against the present owner, but also against all his 
successors in title, and that whether they take the whole of such 
right then in existence, or only some derivative portion, or limited 
interest which has been carved out of it. This is provided for by 
the Act of 1833 in the definition clause which defines the meaning 
of the phrase “the person through whom another person is said to 
claim.” This, of course, is merely a clumsy periphrasis for “‘ pre- 
decessor in title,” and is followed by a list of the various capacities, 
such as heir, assignee, &c., in which the successor in title 
may claim. This list, although apparently complete, lacks the 
neatness which a slight classification of titles would have given it. 
Thus it includes (1) titles arising by transactions inter viros, as by 
grant, by appointment, or by marriage ; and (2) titles arising upon 
death, as by will, by descent, or by administration, as well as 
titles by escheat, by succession, and by general occupancy. 


Creation of successive interests.—A person who claims by any of 
these modes, whether he claims the whole estate of his predecessor 
or a part of it only, is a successor in title; and when the statute 
has once begun to run against the predecessor, it runs also against 
all his successors in title. As was said in Stackpoole v. Stackpoole 
(4 Dru. & War. 320): ‘It is admitted that, after the statute has 
once begun to run, a party cannot, by putting his estate into 
settlement, raise up new rights, and give new claims to persons 
deriving under the settlement.” In Doe v. Edmonds (6 M. & W. 
295) it was decided that persons claiming under a settlement have 
just the same time within which to assert their claims as the 
settlor would have had in respect of his whole estate in the 
settled property. Another example of this will be found in Doe 
v. Moore (9 Ad. & Ell. N. 8. 555). But while an owner is still 
in possession, and while, therefore, there is as yet no question of 
the statute running, he may limit successive interests out. of his 
estate, and to the owners of such interests different rights of action 
may accrue. As the object of a possessor is to bar all claims upon 
the fee, it is of course essential to consider the extinguishment of 
ull these successive interests, and the mode of dealing with them 
constitates the chief peculiarity of this branch of English law. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE NEW INVESTMENT ORDER, 
[Tothe Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. j 


Sir,—Is it quite clear that R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 22, r. 17 (just 
issued) authorizes investment in the shares of Indian railways, 
dividends on which are guaranteed by the Indian Government ? 

The words used are ‘‘Indian guaranteed railway securities.” Is 
a share a security? In Harris v. Harris (No. 1) (29 Beav. 107) the 
trust authorized investment ‘‘ upon security of the funds of any com- 
ars f incorporated by Act of Parliament.” The Master of the Rolls 

eld that this did not authorize an investment in preference shares of 
the Great Northern Railway. 

This case is mot quite in point, but it is relevant enough to raise a 
doubt as to the effect of the order. 

It is to be observed that the order refers to all the investments 
therein authorized as ‘‘ securities,” but does not specify any other 
investment which is not in the nature of debenture or loan stock. On 
the other hand, I believe there is only a small amount of guaranteed 
rene ed stock cca a in existence, and that by far the 
argest portion o: guaranteed mvestments in such companies con- 
sists of shares, 


I have no doubt that the judges intended to include such shares, 
but have they done so? It is not the share itself, but the minimum 
dividend which is guaranteed. H. 


[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Ep, 8. J.] 


= 


PROUF OF ENGLISH JUDGMENT IN STATE OF NEW YORK, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—I beg to hand you a copy of a memorandum received from a 
solicitor in New York, stating the mode in which an English judg- 
ment can be proved in that State. 

You will f sirhae that it is necessary to have— 

1. An office copy of the judgment sealed and signed by the 
master. 

2. The certificate of the Lord Chief Justice of England that the 
signature is that of the master. 

3. The eertificate of the Lord Chancellor, with the Great Seal of 
England attached, proving that the signature to the certificate No. 2 
is that of Lord Coleridge, and that the Queen’s Bench Division of 
the High Court is a properly-constituted court, and adding a short 
summary of the duties of that division of the court. 

Of course the sole object of these rules is to prevent anyone in 
America being sued upon a foreign judgment. Is it quite consistent 
with international comity that while we sllow foreign judgments to 
be proved in our courts in a reasonable manner, one of the United 
States should impose such prohibitive rules ? J. A. 

Manchester. 


[The following is the memorandum referred to :— 

Section 952.—A copy of a record or other judicial proceeding of a 
— of a foreign country is evidence when authenticated as fol- 

ows :— 

1. By the attestation of the clerk of the court with the seal of the 
court affixed, or of the officer in whose custody the record is legally 
kept, under the seal of his office. 

2. By a certificate of the chief judge or presiding magistrate, to 
the effect that the person so attesting the record is the clerk of the 
court, or that he is the officer in whose custody the record is required 
by law to be kept; and that his signature to the attestation is 
genuine. 

3. By the certificate under the great or principal seal of the 
government under whose authority the court is held, of the Secretary 
of State, or other officer having the custody of that seal, to the effect 
that the court is duly constituted, specifying generally the nature of 
its jurisdiction; and that the signature of the chief judge or pre- 
siding magistrate to the certificate specified in the last sub-division is 
genuine. } 





THE DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT ACT, 1887. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—This Act is distinct that all deeds within its scope which are 
not registered are void (see section 5). 

I should be glad to know whether, notwithstanding this, it is a 
frequent practice of the profession not to register where the deed has 
been executed by all the creditors releasing the debtor on payment of 
a single composition down. 

I have had several deeds of this sort lately, and in some the debtors 
have absolutely prohibited the registration, because, as they say, the 
positive evil of being ‘‘ pilloried”’ for all time as arranging debtors is 
far worse than the remote risk of any creditor being so base as to 
ignore a deliberately executed document and take proceedings-for the 
balance of his debt. T. P. Y. 

Sept. 5. 








CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 
WOODWORTH e. SUGDEN—Denman, J., 7th September. 


Acrezment—‘“' Entree Services ’’—Nacarrve Covenant Inptrep— 
InguncTion, 


In this case counsel applied ez parte on behalf of Miss Edith Woodworth, 
the lessee of the Globe Theatre, that Mr. Uharles Sugden might be 
restrained from acting in any other theatre than the Globe Theatre until 
the 29th of September next in breach of an agreement. The plaintiff allesed 
that the defendant had entered into an agreement with her, in considera- 
tion of a certain salary, to render his ‘‘ entire services’’ to the Globe 
Theatre during the plaintiff's theatrical season—namely, from the 21st of 
May to the 29th of September, 1888. The defendant had been acting at the 
Globe Theatre in the play called ‘‘ Bootles’ Baby.” On the 3rd of Sep- 
tember the plaintiff heard that the defendant was rehearsing a piece called 
**The Ticket of Leave Man ” at the Olympic, and in the ily Telegraph 
of the 6th of September she saw an edventnnmnt: that that play would be 
performed at the Olympic on the 8th of September, the defendant, Mr. 
Charles Sugden, to take a 1 part. On behalf of the plaintiff it was 
said that she was entitled on the contract to the ‘‘ entire services’ of the 
defendant up to the 29th of September. The first case on the subject was 
Lumley v. Wagner (1 De G. M. & G. 604). There the covenant was negative, 
but the doctrine there laid down was extended to cases where there were 
no negative stipulations except those implied from the contract: M ue 
v. Flockton (21 W. R. 668, 16 Eg. 198); Webster v. Dillon (3 Jur. 432): Pry 
\on Specific Performance (2nd ed.), section 834 
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Denman, J., granted an interim injunction over Wednesday next, the 
lertaking to accept short notice 


Soticrrors, 


plaintiff undertaking in damages, and und 
of motion to discharge the order.—Covnsgi, Bramwell Davis. 


Valpy, Chaplin, § Peckham. 


RONOHETTI ». NELSON AND OTHERS—Denman, J., 7th September. 
Nvursance—Stzam Enoins—Iwsvuwncrion. 


In this case counsel moved on behalf of Mr. Ronchetti, provision 
merchant, of 26, West Smithfield, to restrain the defendants, frozen meat 
merchants, from using a steam-engine in their business so as to cause a 
nuisance. The plaintiff’s evidence was to the effect that the engine 
worked day and night, includ Sundays, and caused an intolerable 
nuisance by noise and vibration. e plaintiff said that he should have 
to give up his house ; two gentlemen living there had already given notice 
to quit. The plaintiff was entitled to have the nuisance stopped sum- 
marily: Soltau v. De Held (2 Sim. N. 8. 133) and Crump v. Lambert (15 
W. R. 417, 3 Eq. 409). Witnesses on behalf of the defendants said that 
they had heard nothing to complain of. It was contended that no case 
bad been made out for an a unction ; the distance between 
the buildings was stated by the p to be twenty feet, it was in 


reality over sixty feet. £20,000 would be lost by summarily stopping the 
pranetio the ce of convenience was against granting an intedoouteny 
injunction. 


DznMAN, J., said that, having read all the affidavits carefully, he had 
come to the conclusion that it was not a case to grant an interlocutory 
injunction. The motion had been launched recklessly, the distance 
between the buildings was stated to be twenty feet, and now was found 
to be sixty-three feet. No notice had been taken by the plaintiff of a tall 
building between the plaintiff's premises and the alleged nuisance. An 
enormous proportion of witnesses from the neighbourhood said that they 
heard nothing which they had reason to complsein of. That was ———- 
evidence, but evidence of persons in close ges oe ger the defendant’s 
premises. The evidence on the other side might, some of it, be called 
fanciful. Two gentlemen had said that they were compelled to give 
notice to quit on account of the nuisance. They might have been induced 
to give notice so as to assist the plaintiff; however that might there 
they were occupying the house; such evidence, in his lordship’s 
opinion, was not satisfactory. After reading the affidavits, he considered 

at the effect of the plaintiff's putting a stop to the business would be 
that ‘if he turned out to be wrong after a trial by a jury, before whom 
the case would probably be sent, the expense would be so great as to be 
very d to the plaintiff himself. If the plaintiff was wrong, and 
ultimately failed, the expense to him would be enormous. Looking at 
the character of the action, he thought that a judge would refuse to hear 
it on affidavit evidence, and would send it to the Queen’s Bench Division 
to be heard before a jury. In his opinion the inconvenience to the defend- 
ants would be irreparable ; the business was important and just started ; 
it must go on night and day and even on Sundays, though he hoped that 
ecience would discover some means of a tem cessation. On the 
whole he was of opinion that the nuisance not beon made out so 
clearly that in the end the result might not be hostile to the plaintiff. 
Looking, then, at the balance of convenience, he was of opinion that it was 
not a case for an interlocutory injunction. Motion refused, costs to be 
costs in the action.—Oovunszt, Gazdar; Marten, Q.C., and Clydesdale. 
Soxicrrors, J. Stanley Kent ; Daniel Jones ¢ Linnett. 


SMITH ». THE EXEOUTIVE OOUNCIL OF THE IRISH EXHIBI- 
TION IN LONDON—Denman, J., 7th September. 


AcREEMENT—ENTERTAINMENT—EXCLUSIVE Ricut—Damace—Insuncrion. 


In this case counsel moved on behalf of Clement W. Clement Smith and 
R. D. Chater to restrain the defendants from permitting the entertain- 
ments known respectively as ‘‘ Monsieur D’Arc’s Oelebrated Marionettes,’’ 
and ‘‘ Mr, Wales’ Living Statuary and Marble Grou = be given at 
Olympia in breach of an agreement made between the plaintiffs and the 
defendants on the 18th of July, 1888. Under that agreement, paragraph 
(1), the plaintiffs agreed to give high-class miscellaneous entertainments 
in a certain part of the hall at Olympia not less than twice a day up to the 
27th day of October. By — (®) of the agreement it was pro- 
vided that ‘‘the entertainments to be provided shall be of a high-class 
nature, and no vulgarity or indecency whatever, nor any act, matter, or 
thing which may be a nuisance or annoyance to the council or visitors 
to Olympia shall be committed or permitted on the stage or in or 
about the premises. It is distinctly understood that no entertainment 
of a similar or like nature and in <= appertaining thereto (vocal and 
instrumental music oe be given, = + oe ‘- 
or upon any of the building or grounds.” aragrap 
provided hate Ta the event of the receipts for any six consecutive 
a a below the sum of - —_ for _ such day, either 

at liberty to put an end to agreement on giving seven days 
notice to that effect in writing to the other.”’ The entertainment L 
on by the plaintiffs consisted of a humorous Irish sketch entitled, 
* Paddy’s Wedding,” a ‘‘ Magical ” and ‘‘ Ventriloquial Enter- 
tainments,’’ and a new and startling illusion called the ‘‘ My: of She.’’ 
The plaintiffs alleged that the defendants were permitting to carried 
on two other entertainments similar in character to the entertainments 


carried on by the plain aud that in consequence their receipts were 
largely diminished ; ng bm laegy n. ere the chance of the 


carried | appointed Registrar of the W 


ments were similar to those of the plaintiffs; the additional entertain. 
ments had increased the receipts of the plaintiffs; they had made out no 
case for an interlocutory injunction. 

Denman, J., declined to grant an interlocutory injunction ; it was very 
doubtful whether the plaintiffs had suffered any damage. The defend- 
aunts said that the more attractions were offered. by the exhibition, the 
more people came to the plaintiffs’ entertainments. He should leave the 
matter to be dealt with at the trial of the action, reserving the posts.— 
CounszL, Marten, Q.0, and Ingpen; Hood. Soxt1crrons, Montagu, Scott, ¢ 
Baker ; Campbell, Reeves, $ Hooper. 


WOODWORTH v. SUGDEN (No. 2)—Denman, J., 12th September. 


Practice — Arripavit — Oross-ExamMinaTion — Contempt —- OommrrraL — 
Uncrncy—R. 8. ©., 1883, XXXVIL., 20, 22; XXXVIIL., 1. 


In this case counsel moved, on behalf of Miss Edith Woodworth, the 
lessee of the Globe Theatre, to continue an interim injunction ted ex 
parte on the 7th of September last, restraining the defendant, Mr. Charles 
Sugden, from actin any other theatre than the Globe, and in particular 
in the Olympic, in breach of an ent made the 26th of April, 1888. 
There was a motion to commit the defendant for contempt of court 
by acting at the Olympic Theatre on the 8th and 10th of September, after 
being served with the order. On behalf of the plaintiff it was said that 
there was a clear agreement under which the plaintiff was entitled to the 
‘entire services’? of the defendant from the’ Ist of May to the 29th of 
September, 1888. The defendant had committed a of this - 
ment, and the interim — should be continued up to the 29th of 
September. Then the injunction had been served on the defendant on 
the 7th of ———_ and the plaintiff's solicitor by letter had warned the 
defendant t non-compliance with the injunction would result in 
imprisonment. The defendant, however, had the order by acting 
on the 8th and the 10th. Counsel for the defendant asked for a postpone- 
ment of the hearing of the motion, as he wished to cross-examine witnesses 
on their affidavits: R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 37, rr. 20, 22; ord: 38,r.1. As 
to the breach of the agreement, notice was given of the discontinuance of 
** Bootles’ Baby”’ on the 7th of September, and, in accordance with the 
custom of the stage, the defendant t 
so as to relieve the plaintiff from her contract. The defendaat fia not 
understand that he was bound by the contract up to the 29th of Septem- 
ber. Then Miss Woodworth was the laintiff, but the 
plaintiff was Mr. Bruce, her co-lessee and 
contempt, the d t thought the injunction ‘“‘ 

not operate until to-day. The defendant now apologized 


. Ne ak oe ' and refused to 
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to. 
Oxford. He was admitted a solicitor in 1866, and he és seoretaty to the 
Vice-Warden of the Stannaries, and town clerk of the city of 


Mr. Wiiu1am Searzy Fisuze, solicitor, of Wirksworth, 
irksworth Oounty Court 


succession to the late Mr. Joseph Francis Kingdon. 
admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Wrii1am Harper, solicitor, of Bury, has been appointed a 
trate for that borough. "Mr. Harper was admitted a solicitor in 1836. 


Mr. Perer Henry Evin, oA. auisent dates the 


honour 





plaintiffs £10 a in accordance with paragraph (12) of the | third son of Mr. Edward Oolsill Edlin, of M 

agreement. Tans had bead coches tance uf the Canuecn aul the gain in 1819. He was called to the bar at the Temple in Trinity 
tiffs were entitled to their injunction without damage: Lord | Term, 1847, and he — practised on the Western Circuit. He 
Manners v. Johnson (24 W. RB. 481, 1 Oh. D. 673); v. Sohweder {22 | became a s Counsel 1869. He was a of 
W. BR. 633, 9 Ch. App, 463). The defendants Genied that the entertain- in 1872, and essistant-judge of the in 
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1874. Sir P. H. Edlin is also chairman of the Metropolis Assessment 
Sessions, and he is a bencher of the Middle Temple. 


Wr. Arruun Matixc Mansy, solicitor (of the firm of Manby & Son), of 
Wolverhampton and Tettenhall, has been a — a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature 


Mr. Horace Epwarp Fosrsr, solicitor, of Halifax, has been eet 
Clerk to the Northowram Local Board, in succession to the late Mr 
Alexander Suter. Mr. Foster was admitted a solicitor in 1884. 

Mr. Matruzsw Lippe Hake, rolicitor, of Southampton, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Shirley and Freemantle Local Board, in succession 
to the late Mr. William Godfrey Newman. Mr. Harle was admitted a 
solicitor in 1882. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
Disso.vurion. 
Wiuram Wess and Mircuet.t Tempreton, solicitors (William Webb & 
Templeton), of 6, Essex-street, Strand, London. Aug 4. 
[ Gazette, Sept. 11. 


GENERAL. 


The preliminary meeting of the Commissioners under the Special Com- 
mission Act, 1888, will take place on Monday next, at eleven o’clock, and 
will be held in Probate Court I. of the Royal Courts of J ustice, when the 
Commissioners will attend and hear any applications by any party entitled 
to attend before them under the provisions of the above-named Act by 
their counsel, solicitor, or in m. For the convenience of the parties 
concerned their counsel, solicitors, and others having business in court, a 

jal form of ticket has been issued by the secretary to the Commission, 
Mr. Hi. Cunynghame, and admission te a special door will be reserved for 
the holders Hh these tickets. 


At the meeting of the British Association at Bath on Tuesday a paper 
by Mr. Charles Harrison, solicitor, on ‘‘ Leasehold Enfranchisement” was 
= He said that practically the whole of the land on which the 

lis has been developed was formerly held by the Crown, by bodies 
po i and corporate, or by a few of the great historical families, and 


that it was all but impossible for any private person to acquire a freehold 
interest in land, either in ioe or its immediate vicinity, prior to the 
19th century. He argued that as the land was in the ds of these 


monopolists, who could and did dictate such terms as they thought fit, 

the population, as it increased, was bound to submit to them, and that 
therefore there could not have been any freedom of contract between con- 
ee As there has not been any freedom of contractin the develop 
ment of the leasehold m, there cannot be any communistic violation 
of — of contract wate Bill losiaka ar author also Bagi brag the 
pernicious effect ion on property ndon, and 
regard it as one of tthe main factors in the growth of the present short 
Jeasehold system in and around the metropolis. He pointed out that 
between a and 1750 21 separate private Acts of Parliament were passed 
conferrin a on owners of land in and around the metropolis ; 
and that 750 and 1800 no _ than 58 further private estate Acts 
were tor sae same ——_ er Acts were obtained without any 
discussion as to their public policy Areas of land, sometimes larger than 
the old City of London, were de t with by a single private Act of Parlia- 
ment; and by this means Parliament enabled tenants for life to deal with 
rettled property in a way unauthorized by the original settlements. In 
like manner, the bishops and prebends went to Parliament and obtained 
a to lease their property, and thus helped to build up the London 
leasehold system. He strongly denounced the evils and hardships of the 
London leasehold system, and advocate the freehold system as being the 
most perfect of all none systems of land tenure; or, in the alternative, 
the fee-farm or rent-charge system, such as is now, and has been for 
= past, customary in the city of Bath and the adjoining city of 
B a 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—F2ipay, Sept. 7. 
JOINT esate a 


Fratpav_ Cortrery Co, LimrTep. A. § 5 for r winding DP Pp, presented Sept 
directed to be heard before Chi oJ om Sotarde aed tke & Co., - 
coln’s inn fields, agents for Vaug: Hornby, Xe solors for ers 


NATIONAL PURE WATER ENGINEERING tn Li«ITED.—Petn for winding up, pre- 

sented Sept 6, directed to be heard before a 5 + on Bept 19. Foskett, 
age: inn, Strand, solor for petners 

APER FIBRE Co., .—By an order made by Denman, J.. dated Aug 22, it 

‘was ordered that the company be wound up. Ingoldby & Co., Finsbury sq, 


one for ey 
PxHoro: . Liu1TED.—By an order made by Denman, J., dated Aug 29, it 
~~ ordered that the company be wound up. lyer, Wych st, Strand, solor 
‘or petn 
U Oo., LruiTED.—By an order made 


NIVERSAL DISCOUNT Denman, J., dated 
Aug a it was ordered that the company be wound up. oe Dene Moorgate st, 
solor for petners 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 


CERY. 
Nzgw Trumpet Consors Mrvina Co., Limtrep.—By an order made by the Vice- 
Warden, dated pa may 6, par was Aa Th! that the company be wound up. Hodge 


& Oo., Truro, solors 
— TUESDAY, 11. 
LOGIN STO STOCK ‘COMPAN Es. 
md 


Paris Sxatine Rink a a by an order dated July 14, 


ie — raed 5 Seth, 87 unas to be official liquidator in the 








STOCETON AND DARLINGTON STEAM TRAMWAYS , Lomrrep.—Denman, J. 
by an coher = oe 4, ee Baker P Phiny’ Daniels, 57, Moorgate “a to 


be official liqui 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
BIRKENHEAD TRAMways Co.—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 7, directed to 
be heard before the Vacation Judge on Sept 19. Rowcliffes & & 6 


0.» Bedford 
row, agents for Stone & Co., Liverpool, solors for company 
CounTY PALATINE OF ae. 
IMITED IN CER 
HARRISON & Son, .—Petn tor winding up, presented Sept 5, directed to 
be heard before the uty on Tuesday, Oct 2, at 9, Cook st, verpool. Edel- 


ston & Son. Preston, solors for petners 

IVERPOO be ITED.—Petn for =e presented Sept 6, 
directed to be heard before the © Deputy at 9, Cook st, Liverpool, on Oct 9 at 11. 
Barrell & Co., Liverpool, solors for petner 








WARNING TO INTENDING 
J renting a house ea the Sant 
-_ from The Sani 
rt (Estab. 1875), . a undertake 


yeoman STUTTERERS should read a little book by Mr. B. BEASLEY, 
Suateseboan ony by Price 13 —— The author, after 
suffering nearly 40 years, cured by a method entirely his own.—[ADvr. 


Sentry arranger arrangements — ughl pty 
g & Ventilation Co., vib, ictoria-st. Sue 
the Ventilation of Offices, & —[{apvr. ] 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRipay, Sept. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anam. 4 + amaue Longton, Stafford, Grocer Stoke upon Trent PetSept3 Ord 
ADOLPE. GerorGE, Landor oa. Shepherd's Bush, Furniture Dealer High Court 


Aug ii Ord Se 
ARNOLD, JOHN, hevtapadl ot out of business Liverpool Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 


bance,  comare, Hyde, Grocer Ashton under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Sept 3 
Pp 
a, Wuiuu114au Jon, Bristol, Hosier Bristol Pet Sept 3 Ord 


Pp 

sea WILLIAM Corson, Sinclair, West Kensington rom, Professor of 
eterinary ao 5 igh Court Pet March 21 Ord Sept 

Gunn Tuomas, Heath Town, nr + eee Insurance a Woiver- 
ham non Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Davies, JOHN EDWakD JOSEPH, Uerrigydruidion, Denbigh, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet Sept. t5 Ord Be Sept 5 
DunsTAN, JAMES, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet Septs Ord Sept 3 


ELLs, GEORGE H., Queen Victoria st High Court Pet April4 Ord Sept5 


Wangs. Rwy ont CHARLES FaRRar, Leicester, Builders Leicester Pet 
Pp’ rd Sep 

were te Francis, Clee, Lincoln, Fisherman Great Grimsby Pet Sept 
GLEDHILL, JOHN, Halifax, Druggist Halifax Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 


GoapbBY, SAMUEL, Leicester, Warehouseman Leicester Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 
HALL, GEoRGE, Hinckley, Butcher Leicester Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 

HAtx, HERBERT, Derby, out of business Derby PetSept5 Ord Sept5 
HakgrorD, Jacos, Winkfield, Wilts, Farmer Bath Pet Sept5 Ord Sept5 
Hopkins, JOSEPH CHARLES, Cheltenham, Tailor Cheltenham PetSepti Ord 


ti 
HovorD, CHARLES, Penarth, Butcher Cardiff Pet Sept1 Ord Sept1 
Rong, James, Horwich, Lancashire, Plasterer Bolton PetSept5 Ord 
Howes, Brin. 3 Earl Stonham, Suffolk, Farmer Bury St Edmunds Pet 
P 
— enue, 4 rr Cab Proprietor Blackburn Pet Aug 22 Ord 
Hour. Exo cH, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 4 
Tismegwoarn, Wusiam, East Ardsley, Yorks, Builder Wakefield Pet Sept3 


Sept 
JaMEsS, LUKE, Watford, Butcher St Albans Pet Sept5 Ord Sept5 
JONES, GEORGE, East Cowes, Painter Newport and Ryde PetSept1 Ord Sept 4 
J a Waiam, Birchfields, Staffs, Nut Maker Birmingham PetSept3 Ord 


cuore, Heasaar Watson, Bradford, Glass Dealer Bradford Pet Sept 3 
pts 
ee. Fuxvanioy NICHOLAS, Contes Hill rd, Upper Norwood, Olerk High 


et Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

we we snes Eastbourne, Upholsterer Eastbourne and Lewes Pet 
— THomas, Gosport, Hants, Builder Portsmouth PetSept4 Ord 
|i =. Winsford, Cheshire, Grocer Nantwichand Crewe Pet Sept 4 
MInTon, J OnN, Norwich, Fishmonger Norwich Pet Septi1 Ord Sept 4 


PAULGER, Henry, Heigh'ngton, Lincs, Machinist Lincoln Pet Sept5 Ord 


P 
Prr¢eRmM, Gzorax, Reading, Builder Reading Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 


Rooms. gous Wim, Rhyl, Flintshire, Grocer Bangor Pet Sept1 Ord 
SanpDs, 5 OSEPH, Dewsbury, Yorks, Tinner Dewsbury Pet Sept3 Ord Sept3 


en > Wr14M, Carmarthen, Ironmonger Carmarthen Pet Sept 4 Ord 
surra, Jom ouN, Shepherd’s Bush rd, Upholsterer High Court PetSepts Ord 


aeman, ome en. East Stonehouse, Devon, Grocer East Stonehouse Pet Sept3 
STEPHENS, , ALFRED, and Davip LaNnson y Remmmms, Porth, Glamorganshire, 


Pon' ridd ~~ ts Ord Se 
i ee ft + Stockton on Tees and 


Miad sborowe Pet bey t 8 5 Onl Sep Sepes 
8 | 'e 
x, WALTER x, Bepe 9 Ord Bent ; Victualler Maidstone Pet Sept 
pt 


ad 
Tuomas, THOMAS wis cugerormen, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Bootmaker Pontypridd 
Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 
TovuRLE, Tuomas, Brighton, Stationer Brighton PetSept4 Ord Sept 4 
WeEsB, CHARLES, Redgrave, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 


W JOHN samme, and WiLm4M SWEETING, Gt Nowpert st, Soho, Leather 
Merchan: ts High Court PetSept3 Ord Sept 8 : 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


ADAMS, Waleme, Jongton, Staffordshire, Grocer Sept15atii Off Rec, New- 
under 
AVES yes, WILLIAM Tom, M Mansfield, Nottinghamshire, Plumber Sept i4ati1 Off 


‘Reo, 1, 1, High pavement, Not 
1. ae Broker Sept 14at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Brep, A Leadenhall st, Metal 

Portugal ‘st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
WALLADED, WILLIAM HEney, Compton, nr Wolverhampton, Clerk Sept 15 

at10 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

om ae Drvcer, Clifton, Broker Sept 14at1.15 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, 

ania, Jaume Henry, Louth, Bootmaker Sept 19at12 Off Rec, 83, Haven 

nS oath Town, nr Wolverhampton, Insurance Collector Sept 
18 at 11 Off Rec, Welvernempeen, 

Cownam, ALFRED, Kingston upon Hull, Hairdresser’s Manager Sept 17 at 11 

Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
CURNOCE, <ous, Ledbury, Herefordshire, out of business Sept 19 at 10.80 Off 


£#) 
DEWICK, JOHN, Wakefield, Hatter Sept 14at11 Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 
D’EvE, Epwakp Hewry Rust, Shingle Street-on-Sea, Suffolk,Gent Sept 14 at 


12 Off Rec, Ipswich 
DUNSTAN. <a mwyo, Cornwall, Farmer Sept 15at12 Off Rec, Boscawen 


at, 
FARRAR, REUBEN. and CHARLES FaRRAR, Leicester, Builders Septi9ati1 28, 
Friar lane, Leicester 
FEeHREB, FRANCIS, and ALFRED TicHy, Basinghall st, Tobacconists Sept 14 at 
12 83, Carey st. Lincoln's inn 
GoapBY, SAMUEL, Leicester, Warehouseman Sept19at3 28, Friar lane, Leicester 


@paves, WALTER, Old Broad st, Architect Sept i4ati1 88, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
HALL, GEORGE, Hinckley, Butcher Sept 19 at 12.30 28, Friar lane, Leicester 


Haeeison, THOMAS Lag co Birmingham, Iron Plate Worker Sept 20 at 11 
25, Colmore row, Birmin 
ILLINGWORTH, WILLIAM, East SG rdsiey, Yorks, Builder Sept 14 at 2 Off Rec, 
Bond ter, Wakefield 
Jones, GEORGE, East Cowes, I. W., Painter Septi9at3 Off Rec, Newport, I.W, 
Kerr, THoMAs, Wolverhampton, Draper Sept 25 at 11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
LANCASTER, HERBERT WaTSON, Bradford, Glass Dealer Septi7at11 Off Rec, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 
an ROBERT, ace, Grocer Sept17at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Moon, CunisToria e Birmingham, Fishmonger Sept 19 at 11 25, Oolmore 
row, Birmin 
ase, — WE, George st, Portman sq Sept18 at 11 33, Carey st, Lia- 
coln’s 
ReEvVEs, THOMAS, Lorrimore rd, Walworth, Marble Merchant Sept 14 at 11 
Ban ane bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
RHODES, Se B gham, = Goods "Dealer Sept 18ati1 25, Colmore 
row, 
easy, er antes, Aerated Water Maker Sept 19 at 11 Off Rec, 
—— > SAMUEL, Oldbury, Boat Builder Sept 17 at 10.30 County Court, 
TERRY, WALTER HENRY, Marsham ad Maidstone, Licensed Victualler Sept 18 
at3 Off Rec, Week st, Maidsto: 
TRIMMING, ELIza, ‘Claro terr, West Brompton, Tobacconist Sept 14 at 12 83, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Wr *. Seemnes, Kedgrave, Suffolk, Farmer Sept 14 at3.80 Magistrates’ Room, 
8s 
WInt TONE, JOHN, Hay. Brecknockshire, Licensed Victualler Sept 18 at 10 2, 
Offa st, Herefor 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Soam. bry Longton, Staffordshire, Grocer Stoke upon Trent Pet Sept 3 
C 
ARNOLD, J! Onn, Liverpool, out of business Liverpool Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 
Aves, WiLLIAM Tom, Mansfield, Plumber Nottingham Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 5 
=a an Henry, Nottingham, Hatter Nottingham Pet Aug27 Ord 
Call, Sir saeaam, Bek Br, a, St James’s, no known occupation Bigh Court 
prey salant , EER out of business Worcester Pet Aug 
1 
Dav mm, J JOHN iN EDWARD aes S Cerrigydruidion, Denbighshire, Farmer Wrex- 
DovuGuty, Jeun, tockton on . Builders’ Merchant Stockton on Tees and 
Middlesborough Pet July 27 Ord Se 
DupsEoN, JOHN HEPBURN. hivercourt rd, emceath, Oil Merchant High 
Court Pet July 31 Ord Sept 4 
AR, RE an HARLES FARRAR, Leicester, Builders Leicester Pet 
Sept3 Ord — 4 
TH ye Clee, Lincolnshire, Fisherman GtGrimsby Pet 


Sept4 Ord Sept4 

cam, Ea — WILLIAM, Ystalyfera,Glamorganshire Neath Pet July 20 
GLEDHILL, 4 Halifax, Druggist Halifax PetSept5 Ord Sept 5 
GoapBy, SAMUEL, Leicester, Warehouseman Leicester Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 
Goop, EpMunD, Landport, Butcher Portsmouth Pet Augi4 Ord Sept 4 
Hau, GEORGE, Hinckley, Butcher Leicester Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 3 
Hatt, HERBERT, Derby, out of business Derby Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 
Hanrorp, Jacos, Winkfield, Wilts, Farmer Bath PetSept 5 Ord Sept5 
ay JosgrH CHARLES, Cheltenham, Tailor Cheltenham PetSepti1 Ord 


Hourprey, ‘vaancts Eenest, Windsor rd, Holloway, Clerk High Oourt Pet 
InuowentH, Witttas, East Ardsley, Yorks, Builder Wakefield Pet Sept 8 
Kran, Toes, Wolverhampton, Draper Wolverhampton Pet May 14 Ord 
Lanc. carte, + eee Watson, Bradford, Glass Dealer Bradford Pet Sept 3 
LEANEY, prot Guonas, Tisbury, Wilts, Veterinary Surgeon Salisbury Pet 


Aug 25 Ord Sept 
LionTroor, BERTHA =, Bexhill, Spinster Hastings Pet Augii Ord Sept 1 


ogg ~) ryt RoseERtT, Herne Hill rd, Brixton High Court Pet July 11 
Masow, oR Tuomas, Gosport, Hampshire, Builder Portsmouth Pet Sept 
McDoxatb, Para, Leicester, Hotel Proprietor Leicester Pet Aug 9 Ord 


Mazz0%, Axoe, Winsford, Cheshire, Grocer Nantwich and Crewe Pet Sept 4 
Sept 4 


MELLOR, HENRY JonN Booms, Leicester, Hosiery Machine Maker Leicester 


Pet Aug 15 Ord Se 
PAULGER, HENRY, Lincs, Machinist Lincoln Pet Sept 56 Ord 


Roose, JoHN WILLIAM, Rhyl, Grocer Bangor PetSept1 Ord Sept 1 

Sanps, JOSEPH, Dewsbury, Yorks, Tinner Dewsbury Pet Sept’ Ord Sept3 

rnin cherie nominates ed York Pet Aug®# Ord Sept< 
WILLIAM NopgMAN, address unknown, Vendor of Enamelled Letters 


Gouss Pet Jul Ord Sept 3 
Srevier, R STanvisH, resi Say 98 Ord Benes High Court Pet July 2 Ord 
re ere East Stonehouse Pet Sept 1 


STEPHENS, JAMES ALFRED, Lansom RosEats, Porth, Glamorgan, 
Geomen tes Pontypridd hoy 
1 W: = sets Ord Sept 3 ¥ 


4 Ord 
Tuomas, ‘Puonas Sy aR Pontypridd 
mnt et EB pater Swansea Pet Aug? Ord Sept 3 


Veen Saree. {om Ashby de la Zouch, Grocer Burton on Trent Pet Aug 
Wane, Joun J. SwseEtTinc. Gt Newport st, Soho, Leather 


and Wr1LImAM 
its High Court PetSepts Ord Sept 4 
Wr.1ms, Hue, St Asaph, Flint, Farmer Bangor Pet Augi5 Ord Septi 


weer 2 JOHN, Deal, Kent, Hotel Proprietor Oanterbury Pet July 18 
WHINsTOoNE, Joux, Hay, Brecknock, Licensed Victualler Hereford Pet Aug 24 
Wrok, Davin, Pontefiact, Confectioner Wakefield Pet Augi4 Ord Sept1 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 11. 
ARMISTEAD, Epwakp, Leeds, Contractor Leeds PetSepté Ord Septé 


ABNOTT, ARCHIBALD Jame, residence unknown, no occupation High Court 
Pet Aug 3 Ord A! 
Barmaaines, Jou Ly Cambridge, Mineral Water Manufacturer Cambridge Pet 
Bray, xp Winaaan 2 Heeny, New Humberstone, Leicestershire, Builder Leicester 
Cuarmam, ESWaAzD. Cab 
4 wy ra Boopeteter Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Crveainars. Wate, ae Manchestes, Grocer Manchester Pet Sept 


me Felling, haan: Beerhouse Keeper Newcastle on Tyne 


ABETH, 
Sept 7 cue Satt 
CuRNOW, MirruEw, B ristol,Grocer Bristol Pet Septé Ord Sept é 


DanzEs, FaaEme, Everton, ‘Bedfordshire, Farmer Bedford Pet Aug 4 Ord 
DAvigs, Sywin Manmmas, Minield, Gascon, Parmer Hastings PetSept7 Ord 
Dopp, v7 Writ14m, Caversham, Builder Reading Pet Aug % Ord 
GRAVES, JOHN, Eccles, Solicitor Salford PetSept6 Ord Sept 7 

Hand, Pariirra, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Shoe Dealer Truro Pet Sept 6 


Ord fep 
HAruenisy. Wesszase, Torquay; Batches Exeter Pet Sept8 Ord Sept s 


HEarp, » Bonuses Tuosas, West Anstey, Devon, Blacksmith Barnstaple Pet 
14 
JOYCE, , Hitchin, Coal Merchant Luton Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 


MARSHALL, CORNELIUS THEOPHILUS, Halifax, Olothier Halifax PetSepts Ord 


ARS: 

py yanp, Exsvs, Picton ot, Camberwell, Confectioner High Court 
Morris, Tom SLaTseR, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 
nae, Sept Ord  Sigerapir ssa rags Worcester Pet 
REx, WILLIAM, Y Baker York Pet Septé Ord Sept 6 
Rurvnguoe, Hanes, Austin Friars, Stockbroker High Court Pet July 19 Ord 
Rose, THomas, Salford, Wheelwright Salford Pet Septé Ord Sept 7 
Gove, yy WILt14M, Haverhill, Suffolk, Butcher Cambridge Pet Aug 25 


SHAPIRO, 
Pet Sopee Ord Sept » Dewsbury, Yorks, Furniture Dealer Dewsbury 
Suaw, Ep: Newbury, Berks, Seedsman Newbury Pet Septé Ord Sept 6 


SoLE, Groras, Arlesey, Bedfordshire, Baker Bedford Pet Septé Ord Septé 
Seanem, Guanes GrauaM, Wortley, nr Leeds, Plumber Leeds Pet Sept 7 


SrxxLE. JOuN, Wickham rd, Brockley, Schoolmaster Greenwich Pet Sept 7 

Vow Les, WILLIAM, address unknown, Miller Bristol PetSepté Ord Sept 8 

en Ipswich PetSept7 Ord 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

aan, ee, SOE, nee Sept 21 at 3 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, 


AILEY, FREDERICK, Market terr, Green lanes, Wood Green, Jeweller Sept 
atit 16 Room, S0and 81, 6t Swittin's lane ° 
Bakon, JOSEPH, Hyde, Cher hire, Grocer Sept 18 at 1130 Off Reo, Ogden's 


p Say ig LS 
ESWETHERICK, WILLIAM JOHN, Bristol, Hosier Sept 21 at 12.90 Of Reo, Beak 


brs, 
Suan, & Henry. N B 
oy _ ew Humberstone, Leicestershire, Builder Sept 21 at 
Oxann, Soqw uae, lelemse Leola Peister Sept 19at11 Off Rec, 22, Park 


row, Leeds 
Coney, x; BIZARRE, Felling, Beerhouse Keeper Sept 20at3 Off Rec, Pink lane, 


.. 

ALD CRAPPER, and JOHN JAMES Manrniorr, 
naryaat Marr, Suse Baa Rept 90 at 18 Seork Howl, Ww 
CuRNoW, Ma1THEW, Grocer Sept 21 at 11.45 Uf Hoo Baut chiabrs, Bristol 


Davigs, RICHARD, Bethesda, Caruarvon, Quarry Overlooker Sept 21 at & 


oney Lender Sept 20 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 
oat Lincaly'g ing Oe rd, Kilburn, Builder Sept 19 at 11 38, Carey 
» Worcester, 


, British Wine Manufacturer 








G. ARTHUR, 
son, LaoraaD Queen’s Hotel, 
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am Joun, Halifax, Druggi:t Sept £0 at1i1 Off Rec. Townha!l chmbrs, 


GREENWOOD, GEORGE, Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Yorks, Butcher Sept 19 at 4 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Gore Susanna, Norwich, Hairdresser Sept 22 at 11 Off Rec, 8 King st, 
orw 
GRIFFITH. Laws. Bethesda, Carnarvon, Quarryman Sept 21 at 480 Queen’s 
Head Cafe, Bangor 
HERBERT, Darts, out of business Sept 19 at 12 Off Rec, St James’ 
chmbrs, Derby 
HaMBLING, WILLIAM TRANT, 
12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Raspena, a Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Shoe Dealer Sept 18 at12 Off Rec, 
oscawen § 
— sagem, Winkfield, Wilts, Farmer Sept 24 at 11.45 George Hotel, 
row ze 
Hakzkzis, J OSEPH Tuomas, Lansdowne hill, West Norwood, Engineer Sept 18 at 
11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Horeres, Jom PH , Cheltenham, Tailor Sept 18at 4.15 County Court, 
Cheltenbam 
s CORNELIUS, Guary Bank, Staffordshire, Bricklayer Sept 2% at 
2 Talbot ot Hotel, Stourbri 
Hovorp, CHARLES, Penerth, 
mewae, < JAMES, Horwich, Lancashire, Plasterer Sept 19 at 11 16, Wood st, 
HOwWLrkTT, r, BLAJAd, Earl Stonham, Suffolk, Farmer Sept 19 at 12 Off Rec, 


Homer, THOMA: 
ri fstcher Sept 27 at 8 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 
Cardiff 
pSsw! 
HUTCHISON, WILLIAM, Mark lane Sept 18at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Jacons, CHARLES ABRAHAM, Long Acre, St Martin's Jane, Assistant to a Fruit | 


fa'esman Sept i8atil Bankruptcy bligs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
Jonrs, JAMES ALBERT, Church st, Staines, Dealer in Sewing Machines Sept 19 
at11 16 Room, 80 and 31, St Swithin’s lane 


bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s "inn fields 
MeL A Amos, Winsford, Cheshire, Grocer Sept 19 at12 Royal Hotel, Crewe 


sie Joun, Norwich, Fishmonger Sept 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Nor- 
emma, © Henry, Leytonstone, Essex, Clerk Sept 19at11 33, Carey st, Lin- 


inn 
NiELD, A gS Barnard’s green, nr Malvern, General Dealer Sept 20 at 11 


Ree, 
PIGGorTT, EDMUND, Edmonton, no occupation Sept20at12 33, Oarey et, Lin- 


coln’s inn 
PROTHEROE, HENRY, Wandsworth rd, Clothier Sept19at12 983, Carey st, Lin- 


coln’s inn 

Rex, W11114Mm, York, Baker Sept 20at12 Off Rec, York 

Roserts, Ronest H., Liandegai, Carnarvonskire, Quarryman Sept 21 at 3.30 
Queen’s Head Cafe, Bongos 

Roose, JoHN W1L1LraM, Rhyl, oe Grocer Sept 19 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 


Office, Crypt chmbrs, Cheste: 
SANDS, ~ loserE, Dewsbury, Yorks, ‘Tinner Septi9at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
ne -. “Wy YILLIAM, Carmarthen, Ironmonger Sept 25ati1 25, Colmore row, 


Birmingha’ am 
SoLE, GEORGE, Arlesey, Bedfordsh're, Baker Sept 19 at 10.30 8, St Paul’s sq. 


Bedford 
SPEAR, J rm East Stonehouse, Grocer Sept 20atii 10 Athenzeum terr, Ply- 


mou 
Srungzoy, 7: and Samugt SpurGEoN, Nethergate, Norfolk, Grocers 


Sept 22 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
STONE OoMAS, Bideford, Bootmaker Sept 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 9, Middle st, 


‘aunton 
TURNER, WILLIAM, Manchester, Licensed Broker Sept i18at11 Off Rec, Ogden’s 


chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

TUSSAUD, JOSEPH RANDALL, Marylebone rd, Wax Modeller Sept 20ati2 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Portugal 0 Lincoln’s inn fields 

MER DENTRY, Ned Thames st, Builder Sept 19 at 11 Bankruptcy 

bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fiel 

WELHAM. JOHN, sen., Raydon, Suffolk, Farmer Sept 18 at 10.15 Off Rec, 
pswic 

WESTON, JOHN, Tipton, Grocer Sept 24 at 10.80 Off Rec, Dudley 


WHOWALL, THomas, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Cabmaster Sept 18 at 12 


83, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Wr11aMs, HvGu, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman Sept2iat3.80 Queen’s 


Head © Café, Bangor 
Woops, WILLIAM JaMES, Gt Titchfield st, Provision Desler Sept 20 at 11 33, 


Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Warp, 


Wooprwarp GeorGs, Sheffield, Grocer Sept 19 at 8 Off Rec, Figtree lane, | 


sheffield 
Woosnam, Davin, Ystrad Rhondda, Glamorganshire, Shoemaker Sept 18 at 12 
Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ARMISTEAD, EDWARD, Leeds, Contractor Leeds Pet Septé Ord Sept 6 


CHarMax, Epwarp, H M Prison, Durham, fab Proprietor Stockton on Tees | 


and ‘Middiesborough Pet Sept 6 Ord Se 


CLARE, JOHN Henry, Leeds, Printer Leeds Por. Aug 28 Ord Sept7 


CLYDESDALE, WILLIAM, Moston, nr Manchester, Grocer Manchester Pet Sept 


8 Ord Septs 
CONOLLY, ALFRED JAMES, Iden, Sussex, Gent Hastings Pet July 26 Ord Sept 7 | 


oa. Tuomas, Heath Town, nr hse pane Insurance Collector Wolver - ' 
hampton Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept7 


Cambridge rd, Kilburn, Cab Proprietor Sept 19 at 





| WILSON, GEORGE ease? Newcastle on Tyne, Solicitor 





——= _— 

Cones, , BLSRADETE, Felling, Beerhouse Keeper Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept7 
DP 

DAvIEs, EDWIN a Ninfield, Sussex, Poultry Farmer Hastings Pet — 


Ord Se 


Sept? 


P 
mer L, Gleneall rd, High rd, Kilburn, Builder High Court Pet Aug? 
Dono, ALDER W Wensaam, Caversham, Oxfordshire, Builder Reading Pet Aug 
stier JAMES, Idless Kenwyn, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet Sept 3 Ord 


GuiFFEr, Susanna, Norwich, Hairdresser Norwich Pet Sept1 Ord Sept7 
a Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Shoe Dealer Truro Pet Sept @ 


Ord 
HATHERLEY Wi1114M, Torquay, Butcher Exeter PetSeptS Ord Septs 


HEARD, ROBERT THOMAS, West Anstey, Devon, Blacksmith B 
Sept7 Ord Sept ' er ae 


| HovorD, CHARLES, com, Butcher Cardiff Pet Sept1 Ord Septé 


Howanem, : JAMES, Horwich, Lancashire, Plasterer Bolton Pet Sept 5 Org 


ept 
HyMAN, SAMUEL, Birmingham, Chandelier Manufacturer Birmingham 
Augi0 Ord ° ; — , Pet 


Sept 4 
wat x A villas, Willesden, Chemist High Court Pet Aug q 
| JONES, GEORGE, Teast Cowes, Painter Newport and Ryde Pet Sept 1 Ord Septs 


JOYCE, STEPHEN, Hitchin, Coal Merchant Luton Pet Sept5 Ord Septs 


| Lone, Hanes 7, Eastbourne, Upholsterer, Eastbourne and Lewes Pet Sept 
P Puuaaye, Newport, Mon., Clothiers Neg. 


Lyons, WOLFE, and SanvEL 
port, Mon. Pet Aug 15 
MINTON, JOHN, Norwich, 


PHILLI 
Ord Sept 
onger Be orwich PetSept4 Ord Sept7 


Lanter, THOMAS, East rd, City rd, Furniture Dealer Sept 20at12 Bankruptcy | NEALE, WILLIAM BUCHANNAN, Anerley, Commission Agent High Court Pet 


>. Wa te, . La green, nr Mal General Dealer Worcester 
a 7) ur vern, Genera er 
+ - 6 Ord Sept7 ‘ Pe 
PEATE, THOMAS, 
Ord Sept 6 
REx, WILLIAM, York, Baker York Pet Septé Ord Sept 6 


va, 


ROBERTS, HENRY THOMAS, and CHARLES ROBERTS, agnee, Bedfordshire, Steam 


Cultivators Bedford Pet June13 Ord Sept 8 
os ih LT} Dewsbury, Yorks, Furniture Dealer Dewsbury 
et Sep 


EDMUND, Newbury, Berks, Seedsman Newbury Pet Sept 6 On © 


Sept 6 
SOLE, GEORGE, Arlesey, Bedfordshire, Baker Bedford PetSepté6 Ord Septé 


WARD, =. DENTRY, Upper Thames st, Builder High Court Pet June ; 


Ord 8S 


| ts 

Wanita, Jc CHN, the elder, Raydon, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich Pet Sept 7 On 
WHITE, Witte HErkrY, Kennington, nr Ashford, no occupation Canterbury , 
Newcastle on Tyne | 


Pet July 18 Ord Sept 7 


Pet Aug4 Ord Se 
WOODWARD, GEORGE, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Aug 29 Ord Septs 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. § 
Praron.—Sept. 9. at Belsize-park, N.W., Sos wate of Henry Pigeon, jun., of the” 


Inner Temple, barrister-at-law. of a daughte 
ScrvUTTON.—Sept. 7, at Westcombe-park, the wile of T. E. Scrutton, barrister-at- ” 
law, of ason. 
Woosnam.—Sept. 
Woosnam, solicitor, of a daughte 
ARRIAGE. 


M 
ComprTron-SMITH—LEE.—Sept. 6, at Derby, William Compton Me me 
Seon, to Heanistta Beatrix, daughter of Sir Joseph 
ncham 


DEATH. 
DESBOROUGH.—Sept. 1°, at Gloucester-gardens, Hyde-park, Laurence Desborough, 


aged 92 
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ROBE 


To Her Majest; 
the Judicial 


FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &c: | ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


| SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. aaittiiet al Be Te 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Pesieicere, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


| CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, 


went ae ead | 
.| 


FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s., £5 58., and £8 5s. 
LISTS FREE. 


Tl, NEWGATE ST., LONDON, E.C. 





EDE ‘AND SON, 


SB% MAKERS, 


| BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


the Lord Chancellor, the ae of 
mch, Corporation of London, &c 


-_London Gazette. 
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for the current Ganette withows Expedition Feet 
p.m. on 
Mondays an and d Thursdays. 


COVERNMENT EXPEDITION FEES 
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Tuesdays and Fridays .. ... 





11.15 om. 3 
1.15 p.m. 208, ~ 


REYNELL & SON 


London Censttee ane General Aaver isi 


44, CHANCERY “MANE, W.C. 
(Opposite Lincoln's Inn Gateway). 
ESTABLISHED BY THE LATE GEO. REYNELL m6 161% 





Whitchurch, Salop, Grocer Nantwichand Crewe Pet Augig | 


6, at Bradenburgh-roed, Chiswick, the wife of W. W. | 


Payment in ad= 
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